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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl^nowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), wliicli 
papers have been placed of record in tlie file. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 12/29/2005 was filed. 
The submission is in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: 

The subject matter for the modules that are classified on the basis of relevance 
criteria and are linked to a restriction to the capability to modify the modules in 
claim 3 and 1 1 is not disclosed in the specification. 
Driving safety and safety-relevant modules in claim 4 (line 2 and 3) are not 
disclosed in the specification. 

The term "technical data exchange" in claim 8 (line 5), claim 16 (line 2) and claim 
17 (line 2) is not disclosed in the specification. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 16 is objected to because of the following informalities: 



Application/Control Number: 10/562,704 Page 3 

Art Unit: 4182 

5. The term "technical data_exchange" should be written as "technical data 
exchange", omitting the "_". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 2-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 2 recites the limitation "a module" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the modules" in line 2 and 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "safety-relevant modules" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claims it depends. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the modules" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 

Claim 6 recites the limitation "a module" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "individual modules" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claims it depends. 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "modules" in line 3. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 
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Claim 9 recites the limitation "the modules" in line 5. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 

Claim 11 recites the limitation "the modules" in lines 1 and 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim from the claim it depends. 

Claims 12 and 13 recite the limitation "the modules" in line 1-2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims from the claims they 
depend. 

Claims 14 and 15 recite the limitation "a module" in line 1-2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims from the claims they depend. 

Claims 16 and 17 recite the limitation "modules" in line 1 . There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims from the claims they depend. 

Claims 18 and 19 recites the limitation "the modules" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claims from the claims they 
depend. 

The modules in claims 2-9 and 11-19 are unrelated to the independent claim. 
Therefore, cause the claims to be indefinite. 

The term "technical data exchange" is indefinite because the specification does 
not disclose the definition of the technical data that is in exchanged between the 
modules. 

Claim 10 is indefinite because the claim it depends, claim 9 is rejected for the 
reason as explained above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. Claims 1-8 and 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Geisler et al. (6,882,906) in view of Videtich (US2003/01 44005). 

For claim 1, Geisler discloses a method for providing telematics services for 
vehicles, wherein data Is Interchanged without the use of wires between a stationary 
service control center and a plurality of telematics control elements in the vehicle (Col. 
1, lines 26-32, Col. 4, lines 53-67 and Col. 3, lines 51-67), comprising the step: at least 
one of configuring said control elements and individually modifying each of said control 
elements using at least one of said data interchanging (Col. 3, lines 51-67) which can 
be executed autonomously for different telematics service functions (Col. 1 , lines 48-53 
and Col. 2, lines 3-9). 

Geisler does not disclose vehicle user input. Videtich discloses modifying each of 
said control elements using at least one of said data interchanging and vehicle user 
input (Paragraph 0038). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Geisler to modify each of 
said control elements using at least one of said data interchanging and vehicle user 
input for real time control elements adjustment and convenience. 

For claim 2, Geisler does not specifically disclose a module can be modified not 
only by the user in the vehicle but also by the stationary service control center. Videtich 
discloses a module can be modified not only by the user in the vehicle but also by the 
stationary service control center (Paragraph 0040). It would have been obvious for one 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of 
Geisler to include a module that can be modified by the stationary service control 
center, taught by Videtich for better assist the driver to configure elements in the 
vehicle. 

For claim 3, Geisler discloses the modules are classified on the basis of 
relevance criteria, with the classification being linked to a restriction to the capability to 
modify the modules (Col. 4, lines 19-34, where restrictions to the modification of the 
modules are classified). 

For claim 4, Geisler discloses the relevance criteria relate to driving safety, and 
safety-relevant modules can be modified only by the stationary service control center 
(Col. 4, lines 19-34 and Col. 5, line 67 - Col. 6, line 11) where the driver is restricted to 
modify safety-relevant modules for safety purposes). 

For claim 5, Geisler discloses the modification of the modules also includes at 
least one of activation and deactivation (Abstract, lines 5-9, Col. 1 , lines 47-53 and Col. 
1, lines 60-64). 

For claim 6, Geisler does not specifically disclose the modification of a module 
also includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function parameters. Videtich discloses 
the modification of a module also includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function 
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parameters (Paragraph 0040). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the Invention was made to modify the Invention of Gelsler to modify a 
module by Inputting, editing or deletion of function parameters, taught by VIdetlch. The 
motivation to modify a module Includes the Inputting, editing or deletion of function 
parameters Is to adjust and customize the controls of the vehicle as the user see fit. 

For claim 7, Gelsler discloses that function parameters of Individual modules can 
be modified only by the stationary service control center (Col. 4, lines 20-34). 

For claim 8, Gelsler discloses that modules which Interact In terms of at least one 
of content technical data exchange are combined to form functional groups (Col. 4, lines 
8-16). 

For claim 1 1 , Gelsler discloses the modules are classified on the basis of 
relevance criteria, with the classification being linked to a restriction to the capability to 
modify the modules (Col. 4, lines 19-34, where restrictions to the modification of the 
modules are classified). 

For claim 12, Gelsler discloses the modification of the modules also includes at 
least one of activation and deactivation (Abstract, lines 5-9, Col. 1 , lines 47-53 and Col. 
1, lines 60-64). 
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For claim 13, Geisler discloses the modification of the modules also includes at 
least one of activation and deactivation (Abstract, lines 5-9, Col. 1 , lines 47-53 and Col. 
1, lines 60-64). 

For claim 14, Geisler does not specifically disclose the modification of a module 
also includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function parameters. Videtich discloses 
the modification of a module also includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function 
parameters (Paragraph 0040). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Geisler to modify a 
module by inputting, editing or deletion of function parameters, taught by Videtich. The 
motivation to modify a module includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function 
parameters is to adjust and customize the controls of the vehicle as the user see fit. 

For claim 15, Geisler does not specifically disclose the modification of a module 
also includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function parameters. Videtich discloses 
the modification of a module also includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function 
parameters (Paragraph 0040). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Geisler to modify a 
module by inputting, editing or deletion of function parameters, taught by Videtich. The 
motivation to modify a module includes the inputting, editing or deletion of function 
parameters is to adjust and customize the controls of the vehicle as the user see fit. 
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For claim 16, Geisler discloses modules which interact in terms of at least one of 
content technical data exchange are combined to form functional groups (Col. 4, lines 8- 
16). 

For claim 17, Geisler discloses modules which interact in terms of at least one of 
content technical data exchange are combined to form functional groups (Col. 4, lines 8- 
16). 

9. Claims 9, 10, 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Geisler et al. (6,882,906) in view of Videtich (US2003/01 44005) and 
further in view of Chou et al. (6,330,499). 

For claim 9, Geisler discloses the telematics control elements are configured as a 
function of the modification of the modules (Col. 1, lines 26-39 and Col. 3, lines 51-67). 

Geisler does not specifically disclose dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules. Chou discloses dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules (Col. 9, lines 1 -3, 31 -34 and Col. 1 0, lines 1-11). It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the invention of Geisler to include dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules, taught by Chou. The motivation to modify the invention of 
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Geisler is to allow a user to configure and make modification of the modules through the 
telematics control elements. 

For claim 10, Geisler does not disclose the dynamic control elements are in the 
form of soft keys. Chou discloses the dynamic control elements are in the form of soft 
keys (Col. 9, lines 1-3, 31-34). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of Geisler to add the 
dynamic control elements in the form of soft keys. The motivation to modify the 
invention of Geisler to include the soft keys dynamic control elements is to allow the 
user conveniently navigate a control menu and/or control the module by touch. 

For claim 18, Geisler discloses the telematics control elements are configured as 
a function of the modification of the modules (Col. 1, lines 26-39 and Col. 3, lines 51- 
67). 

Geisler does not specifically disclose dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules. Chou discloses dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules (Col. 9, lines 1-3, 31-34 and Col. 10, lines 1-11). It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the invention of Geisler to include dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
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modification of the modules, taught by Chou. The motivation to modify the invention of 
Geisler is to allow a user to configure and make modification of the modules through the 
telematics control elements. 

For claim 19, Geisler discloses the telematics control elements are configured as 
a function of the modification of the modules (Col. 1, lines 26-39 and Col. 3, lines 51- 
67). 

Geisler does not specifically disclose dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules. Chou discloses dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules (Col. 9, lines 1-3, 31-34 and Col. 10, lines 1-11). It would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the invention of Geisler to include dynamic control elements which are 
associated with the telematics control elements are configured as a function of the 
modification of the modules, taught by Chou. The motivation to modify the invention of 
Geisler is to allow a user to configure and make modification of the modules through the 
telematics control elements. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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(US2003/01 82362) Jensen discloses a system and metliod for distributing 
preference data as a service for vehicles, however, is only discussing a 
telematics communication system to modify vehicle functions and settings 
remotely and a web type client for user to update/change their preferred vehicle 
functions and/or preference dynamically through an interface and not discussing 
activation and deactivation and combining different functional data to form 
functional groups in detail. 

(7,215,950) Mazzara discloses a method of telematics unit configuration and 
activation on a vehicle, however, is only discussing modifying configurations, 
parameters adjustment and elements of the vehicles remotely by a user in the 
vehicle using an interface and not discussing user restrictions and combination of 
functional groups in detail. 

(6,766,177) Chambon discloses a mobile phone in communication and data 
exchange with a base station, however, is only discussing configuration and 
update mobile phones with increased and improved functions and not discussing 
an application for use with updating the functions and operation of an vehicle in 

detail. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sze-Hon Kong whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
1503. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM-5PM Mon-Fri, Alt. Fri. 
Eastern Time. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thu Nguyen can be reached on (571)272-6967. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

3/20/2008 

/Sze-Hon Kong/ 
Sze-Hon Kong 



/Thu Nguyen/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4182 



